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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Claims 1-7 are pending in this office action. 

Rejections 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Starr 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,606,606) in view of Zev etal. (U.S. Patent No. 6,61 1 ,275). 

Regarding claims 1 and 7 . Starr teaches a process/data processing system for 
managing business, technical and operational data which uses a single interface in a 
shared space environment over the Internet comprising the steps of: 

• Providing a supplier portal from which new guests indicate, using a Graphical 

User Interface (GUI) of the supplier portal Web page, whether they are a 

registered user or not (col. 10, lines 13-21); 
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• Determining whether a guest is a registered user from input by the guest, and if 
not a registered user, prompting the guest to select "Register" to link to guest 
registration (GR) where they can obtain a Web userid/password that enables 
them to obtain user-level registration for any of global procurement 
applications available under the supplier portal (col. 10, lines 21-28); 

• When a guest obtains a Web userid/password in GR, storing guest information in 
a GR data store (col. 10, lines 28-30); 

• Determining whether any applications have been authorized for a registered 
guest and, if not, prompting the guest to register for restricted applications in a 
portal common registration (PCR) where information is stored in a PCR data 
store throughout an application's approval cycle (col. 10, lines 30-47); 

• Accessing information from the GR data store to automatically build a 
customized home page for the guest, this home page being modified and 
updated as the guest's requests for access to applications get approved (col. 10, 
line 47 through col. 1 1 , line 1 1 ); 

• Determining whether approval is needed for a requested application and, if so, 
sending a request for approval to the application administrator and receiving a 
response from the application administrator (col. 1 1 , lines 12-35); and 

• Storing links to all applications for which the guest is approved, these links being 
reflected in the personalized supplier portal home page which displays a list of 
links to all of the applications for which the guest has been registered and 
authorized (col. 10, lines 4-12). 
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Starr does not teach sending a request by e-mail for approval. 

Zev et al. teaches sending a request by e-mail for approval (col. 8, lines 23-37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine sending a request by e-mail for approval, as taught by 
Zev et al. . with the process/system of Starr . It would have been obvious for such 
modifications because sending e-mail to the subscriber by the administrator for approval 
properly notifies the subscriber of their rights (approved/denied) for a particular 
application. Using e-mail provides an automated and fast method for reaching the 
subscriber. 

Regarding claim 2 , the combination of Starr in view of Zev et al. teaches further 
comprising the steps of: 

• Defining 1 to n level approval cycles a user must go through to get authorized to 
access an application (see col. 9, lines 20-30 of Starr); 

• Logging in by a registered guest by inputting the guest's userid/password once 
for each session, as long as applications requested by the guest are in a same 
realm (see col. 8, lines 37-65 of Starr); and 

• Invoking by a logged in guest any of their approved applications by simply 
clicking the link to the desired application in the guest's customized home page 
(see col. 8, lines 21-25 of Starr). 
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Regarding claim 3 . the combination of Starr in view of Zevetal. teaches wherein 
the approval cycles are customizable for each application (see col. 9, lines 26-30 of 
Starr). 

Regarding claim 4 . the combination of Starr in view of Zev et al. teaches wherein 
the approval cycles are defined for a section of an application, providing a finer level of 
access control (see col. 9, lines 22-26 of Starr). 

Regarding claim 5 . the combination of Starr in view of Zev et al. teaches wherein 
application specific registration fields are defined so that a registration form, unique to 
an application, is displayed when a user requests access to an application (see col. 8, 
lines 37-51 of Starr). 

Regarding claim 6 . the Examiner believes it to be inherent that guests may 
bookmark applications for later access (because web interfaces can be bookmarked), 
further comprising the step of prompting by an application a guest to enter their 
userid/password for authentication against data stored in the GR data store when the 
application is accessed using a bookmark (when a site is bookmarked that requires 
authentication, future accesses to the site will require re-authentication). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brandon Hoffman whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3863. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 
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